IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

COURTROOM PROCEEDINGS

The court met in its courtroom at 2:30 P.M. Present: Honorable
Herbert |. Levy, Acting Presiding Justice; and Eve Sproule, Court
Administrator/Clerk, by Anthony Lauria, Senior Deputy Clerk.

F033894 Austin et al. v. Dos Palos-Oro Loma Jt. Unified School District
Cause called. Stipulation stated by Ralph C. Smith, Esg., counsel
for appellant and by Jeffrey R. Olson, Esqg., counsel for respondent.

Respondent shall pay to Appellant the sum of $100,000.00. Each
party bear own costs on appeal. Payment shall be made 15 days after a
Minor's compromise hearing is held and approved in the Tulare
County Superior court. Both appeals will then be dismissed with
prejudice.

The court adjourns.

F034369 In re Marriage of Barker

The judgment is reversed insofar as it retroactively modifies child
support and spousal support between October 15, 1997, and October
19, 1998. Thetrial court is directed to modify the judgment to order
Virgil M. Barker to pay Cheryl M. Barker family support in the
amount of $2,361 per month effective October 19, 1998. In all other
respects, the judgment is affirmed. Each party shall pay their own
costs on appeal. Levy, J.

We concur: Ardaiz, P.J.; Wieland, ProTem J.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

F037972 People v. Rico
Appellant having filed an abandonment and/or request for
dismissal of appeal, IT ISHEREBY ORDERED that the appeal in the
above-entitled action is dismissed.

F037051 People v. Hughes
Counsdl having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.
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People v. Hughes
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Holtschulte

Counsdl having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

People v. Holtschulte
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Garcia

Thetria court’s order for AIDS testing pursuant to Penal Code
section 1202.1 is stricken. In all other respects the judgment is
affirmed. Harris, Acting P.J.

We concur: Buckley, J.; Wiseman, J.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

County of Fresno v. Fresno County Board of Education et al.
The judgment is affirmed. Harris, J.

We concur: Vartabedian, Acting P.J.; Buckley, J.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Hamilton, Jr.

Counsdl having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.
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People v. Hamilton, Jr.
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Rivas

Counsdl having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

People v. Rivas
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Amador

Counsdl having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

People v. Amador
The judgment is affirmed.
By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

In re Mitchell D., a Minor

Counsdl having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

In re Mitchell D., a Minor
The judgment is affirmed with modifications.
By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
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